
1

MEMO     July 25, 2005

To:  PRD File      
From:  Donna Darm, Assistant Regional Administrator, PRD 

cc: Kirsten Erickson, NOAA General Counsel, NW 
 Mike Crouse, Assistant Regional Administrator, HCD 

Subject:  Designating Critical Habitat for West Coast Salmon and Steelhead - Considerations for 
Department of Defense Lands and Impact on National Security 

Background
In a statement of national policy, the President observed that “the threat of terrorism is an inescapable 
reality of life in the 21st century.”   He stated that: “The country is now at war, and securing the 
homeland is a national priority.”  (Bush, 2002, “Securing the Homeland Strengthening the Nation”) 
On November 24, 2003, the President signed the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for 
Fiscal Year 2004 (Public Law No. 108-136) which resulted in several changes to the ESA.  Key changes 
to the ESA related to our critical habitat assessment include those described in section 318 of the NDAA 
with respect to “Military Readiness and Conservation of Protected Species.”  Specifically, section 
4(b)(2) of the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1533(b)(2)) was recently amended to read: “The Secretary shall designate 
critical habitat, and make revisions thereto, under subsection (a)(3) of this section on the basis of the 
best scientific data available and after taking into consideration the economic impact, the impact on 
national security, and any other relevant impact, of specifying any particular area as critical habitat. 
The Secretary may exclude any area from critical habitat if he determines that the benefits of such 
exclusion outweigh the benefits of specifying such area as part of the critical habitat, unless he 
determines, based on the best scientific and commercial data available, that the failure to designate such 
area as critical habitat will result in the extinction of the species concerned.” [emphasis added] 

A separate memorandum from Matt Longenbaugh (HCD), evaluates 11 Department of Defense sites 
with draft or final Integrated Natural Resource Management Plans (INRMP).  Based on the information 
and analysis contained in the memo, I have determined that each INRMP provides a benefit to the listed 
salmon or steelhead ESUs under consideration at the site.  Therefore, the final rule the Region has 
prepared for the Assistant Administrator’s signature finds that those areas subject to final INRMPs are 
not eligible for designation pursuant to section 4(a)(3)(B)(I) of the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1533(A)(3)).  At the 
request of the Department of Defense (and in the case that an INRMP might not provide a benefit to the 
species), we have also analyzed the impacts on national security that may result from designating these 
and other military sites as critical habitat.       

The Department of Defense has identified the following 24 military sites in Washington State where 
impacts to national security may result from designating critical habitat: (1) Naval Submarine Base, 
Bangor; (2) Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport; (3) Naval Ordinance Center, Port Hadlock 
(Indian Island); (4) Naval Radio Station, Jim Creek; (5) Naval Fuel Depot, Manchester; (6) Naval Air 
Station Whidbey Island; (7) Naval Air Station, Everett; (8) Bremerton Naval Hospital; (9) Fort Lewis 
(Army); (10) Pier 23 (Army); (11) Yakima Training Center (Army); (12) Puget Sound Naval Shipyard; 
(13) Naval Submarine Base Bangor security zone; (14) Strait of Juan de Fuca naval air-to-surface 
weapon range, restricted area; (15) Hood Canal and Dabob Bay naval non-explosive torpedo testing 
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area; (16) Strait of Juan de Fuca and Whidbey Island naval restricted areas; (17) Admiralty Inlet naval 
restricted area; (18) Port Gardner Naval Base restricted area; (19) Hood Canal naval restricted areas; 
(20) Port Orchard Passage naval restricted area; (21) Sinclair Inlet naval restricted areas; (22) Carr Inlet 
naval restricted areas; (23) Dabob Bay/Whitney Point naval restricted area; and (24) Port 
Townsend/Indian Island/Walan Point naval restricted area.  These sites overlap with habitat areas 
occupied by three of the 13 ESUs affected by the present critical habitat designation:  Puget Sound 
Chinook salmon, Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon, and upper Columbia River steelhead (Table 1). 
 We examined a number of other sites identified by the military agencies (primarily armories and small 
Army facilities) and determined they are outside the areas under consideration. 

Table 1: Military Sites within the Range of ESUs under Consideration for Critical Habitat Designation 

ESU Army or Navy INRMP Site Navy Security Zone or Restricted Area 

Puget
Sound
Chinook
salmon 

Naval Submarine Base, Bangor 
Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Keyport 
Naval Ordinance Center, Port Hadlock (Indian 
Island)
Naval Radio Station, Jim Creek 
Naval Fuel Depot, Manchester 
Naval Air Station Whidbey Island 
Naval Air Station, Everett 
Bremerton Naval Hospital 
Fort Lewis (Army) 
Pier 23 (Army) 
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard 

Naval Submarine Base Bangor security zone 
Strait of Juan de Fuca naval air-to-surface 
weapon range, restricted area 
Hood Canal and Dabob Bay naval non-explosive 
torpedo testing area 
Strait of Juan de Fuca and Whidbey Island naval 
restricted areas 
Admiralty Inlet naval restricted area 
Port Gardner Naval Base restricted area 
Hood Canal naval restricted areas 
Port Orchard Passage naval restricted area 
Sinclair Inlet naval restricted areas 
Carr Inlet naval restricted areas 
Dabob Bay/Whitney Point naval restricted area 
Port Townsend/Indian Island/Walan Point naval 
restricted area 

Hood
Canal
summer-
run chum 
salmon 

Naval Submarine Base, Bangor 
Naval Ordinance Center, Port Hadlock (Indian 
Island)

Naval Submarine Base Bangor security zone 
Hood Canal and Dabob Bay naval non-explosive 
torpedo testing area 
Admiralty Inlet naval restricted area 
Hood Canal naval restricted areas 
Dabob Bay/Whitney Point naval restricted area 
Port Townsend/Indian Island/Walan Point naval 
restricted area 

Upper
Columbia 
River
steelhead

Yakima Training Center (Army) na

At our request, both the Army and Navy provided information clarifying site locations and describing 
the types of military activities that occur at these sites (see attachments).  They also listed the potential 
changes in these activities and consequent national security impacts that critical habitat designation 
would cause in these areas.  Both military agencies concluded that critical habitat designation at any of 
these sites would likely impact national security by diminishing military readiness.  The possible 
impacts include: preventing, restricting, or delaying training or testing exercises or access to such sites; 
restricting or delaying activities associated with vehicle/vessel/facility maintenance and ordinance 
loading; delaying response times for ship deployments and overall operations; and creating uncertainties 
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regarding ESA consultation (e.g., reinitiation requirements) or imposing compliance conditions that 
would divert military resources.  Also, both military agencies cited their ongoing and positive 
consultation history with NMFS and underscored cases where they are implementing best management 
practices to reduce impacts on listed salmonids.   

Balancing designation against the impact on national security
The principal benefit of designating critical habitat is section 7’s protection against adverse modification 
through federal agency action.  All activities occurring on Defense Department land will require action, 
funding or permission by the Defense Department and thus be subject to a section 7 consultation if they 
affect listed salmon and steelhead.  In addition, all Navy activities in Navy security zones will require 
section 7 consultation if they affect listed salmon and steelhead.  This creates a strong connection 
between military lands and security zones and the protections of section 7.   

As described above, there were 24 sites with national security impacts. The sites include 11 land-based 
facilities (all of which are subject to INRMPs) and 12 Navy security zones in Puget Sound.  Tables 1-3 
show the amount of habitat involved for Puget Sound Chinook salmon, Hood Canal summer-run chum 
salmon, and Upper Columbia River steelhead, respectively. 

Puget Sound Chinook Salmon ESU - The benefit of designating areas occupied by this ESU on military 
sites is that the Army and Navy would be required to ensure their activities are not likely to destroy or 
adversely modify the physical and biological features of the area that are essential to conservation of 
Puget Sound Chinook salmon.  (Most of the activities in the affected areas would be activities initiated 
by the Army or Navy, since all of the stream miles and nearshore miles are adjacent to a military site)  
We found all of the areas have a high value for conservation of this ESU.  The nearshore areas represent 
the larger proportion of areas affected (2 percent, versus 1 percent for stream areas).  The loss and 
degradation of nearshore and estuarine areas in Puget Sound is considered to be one of the factors 
limiting the recovery of the Chinook ESU because the habitat loss has been so severe (e.g., King County 
Department of Natural Resources, 2001) and because the transition from fresh to salt water can be a 
period of high mortality (Pearcy, 1992).  The high conservation value of these areas, the importance of 
these areas in the Puget Sound Chinook life cycle, and the historic loss of intact nearshore and estuary 
habitat, make these areas particularly significant for conservation of this ESU.  The benefit of 
designation is reduced somewhat by the fact that all of the stream miles affected by national security 
impacts are covered by INRMPs, as discussed previously.  The benefit of designation of all nearshore 
areas is also reduced when put in perspective of the total nearshore habitat available to this ESU.  The 
nearshore areas excluded represent a relatively small percent of all available nearshore habitat.  Table 1 
shows the areas involved. 

Table 1.  Puget Sound Chinook – summary of critical habitat areas with impacts on national 
security

Conservation
Rating

Number of stream or shoreline miles in military 
sites / Total number of stream or shoreline 

miles occupied by ESU 

Military Site 
Overlap as  % of 
Total Occupied 

High (stream) 19 / 1,747 1% 
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High (shoreline) 48a / 2,376 2% 

Medium 0 / 255 

Low 0 / 214 

The benefit of excluding these areas is that the Army and Navy would not need to reinitiate consultation 
on ongoing activities for which consultation has been completed.  Reinitiation of consultation would 
likely require some commitment of resources on the their part.  Moreover, the Army and Navy may be 
required to modify some activities to ensure they would not be likely to adversely modify the critical 
habitat.  The Army and Navy maintain that this additional commitment of resources, would likely 
reduce their readiness capability.  Given that the Army and Navy are currently actively engaged in 
training, maintaining, and deploying forces in the current war on terrorism, this reduction in readiness 
could reduce the ability of the military to ensure national security.   

Given the following considerations, we support a finding that the benefits of exclusion outweigh the 
benefits of designation:

the high priority placed on national security by Congress and the Administration; 
the potential for critical habitat designation to have some impact on military readiness; 
the fact that most of these areas are covered by INRMPs that we find provide a benefit for the 
ESU, as implemented; and 
the fact that collectively these areas represent one percent of the stream miles and two percent of 
the nearshore miles available for this ESU.  

Hood Canal Summer-run Chum Salmon ESU - The benefit of designating areas occupied by this ESU 
on military sites is that the Navy would be required to ensure their activities are not likely to destroy or 
adversely modify the physical and biological features of the area that are essential to conservation of 
Hood Canal summer-run chum.  (Most of the activities in the affected areas would be activities initiated 
by the Navy, since all of the nearshore miles are adjacent to a military site.)  We found all of the areas 
have a high value for conservation of this ESU. The nearshore areas are the only areas affected (no 
stream miles are within military areas).  The loss and degradation of nearshore and estuarine areas in 
Puget Sound is considered to be one of the factors limiting the recovery of the chum ESU because  the 
habitat loss has been so severe and because the transition from fresh to salt water may be a period of 
high mortality (Pearcy, 1992; Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife and Point No Point Treaty 
Council, 2000).  The high conservation value of these areas, the importance of these areas in the chum 
life cycle, and the historic loss of intact nearshore and estuary habitat, make these areas particularly 
significant for conservation of this ESU.  The benefit of designation is reduced somewhat by the fact 
that all of the nearshore stream miles affected by national security impacts are covered by INRMPs, as 
discussed previously.  The benefit of designation of all Navy areas is also reduced somewhat when put 
in perspective of the total nearshore habitat available to this ESU – four percent of the total nearshore 
habitat available.  This is not an insignificant amount.  However, there is only a small additional 

a  Approximately 109 miles of occupied shoreline overlap with Navy sites in the range of this ESU.  However, after 
consulting with the Navy, we are designating critical habitat in a narrow nearshore zone (from extreme high tide down to 
mean lower low water (MLLW)) within Navy security zone areas that are not subject to an approved INRMP or associated 
with Department of Defense easements or right-of-ways.  This narrow zone is expected to contain all of the activities likely to
trigger a section 7 consultation but its designation is not likely to have significant impacts on national security.  The “deeper”
nearshore zone (i.e, from MLLW out to a depth of 30 meters) associated with these sites is being excluded from designation 
due to impacts on national security and is not included in the 19 miles cited in Table 1a. 
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exclusion being considered for nearshore areas for this ESU – another 2 percent for Indian lands.  The 
total being considered for exclusion, then, is only 6 percent.

Table 2.  Hood Canal summer-run chum - summary of critical habitat areas with impacts on 
national security 

Conservation
Rating

Number of stream or shoreline miles in military sites / 
Total number of stream and shoreline miles occupied 

by ESU 

Military Site 
Overlap as  % of 
Total Occupied 

High (stream) 0 / 60  

High (shoreline) 16b / 402 4% 

Medium 0 / 28 

Low 0 / 214 

The benefit of excluding these areas is that the Navy would not need to reinitiate consultation on 
ongoing activities for which consultation has been completed.  Reinitiation of consultation would likely 
require some commitment of resources on the part of the Navy.  Moreover, the Navy may be required to 
modify some of its activities to ensure they would not be likely to adversely modify the critical habitat.  
The Navy maintains that this additional commitment of resources, would likely reduce its readiness 
capability.  Given that the Navy is currently actively engaged in training, maintaining, and deploying 
forces in the current war on terrorism, this reduction in readiness could reduce the ability of the military 
to ensure national security.

Given the following considerations, we support a finding that the benefits of exclusion outweigh the 
benefits of designation:

the high priority placed on national security by Congress and the Administration; 
the potential for critical habitat designation to have some impact on the Navy’s military 
readiness;
the fact that these areas are covered by INRMPs that we find provide a benefit for the ESU, as 
implemented; and 
the fact that collectively these areas represent four percent of the nearshore miles available for 
this ESU.

Upper Columbia River Steelhead ESU - The benefit of designating areas occupied by this ESU on 
military sites is that the Army would be required to ensure its activities are not likely to destroy or 
adversely modify the physical and biological features of the area that are essential to conservation of 
Upper Columbia River steelhead.  (Most of the activities in the affected areas would be activities 
initiated by the Army, since all of the stream miles miles are on a military site.)  We found all of the 
areas have a high value for conservation of this ESU.  The benefit of designation is reduced somewhat 

b  Approximately 41 miles of occupied shoreline overlap with Navy sites in the range of this ESU.  However, after consulting 
with the Navy, we are designating critical habitat in a narrow nearshore zone (from extreme high tide down to mean lower 
low water (MLLW)) within Navy security zone areas that are not subject to an approved INRMP or associated with 
Department of Defense easements or right-of-ways.  This narrow zone is expected to contain all of the activities likely to 
trigger a section 7 consultation but its designation is not likely to have significant impacts on national security.  The “deeper”
nearshore zone (i.e, from MLLW out to a depth of 30 meters) associated with these sites is being excluded from designation 
due to impacts on national security and is not included in the 16 miles cited in Table 2a. 
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by the fact that all of the stream miles affected by national security impacts are covered by INRMPs, as 
discussed previously.  The benefit of designation of all Army areas is also reduced when put in 
perspective of the total habitat available to this ESU.

Table 3.  Upper Columbia River steelhead  - summary of critical habitat areas with impacts on 
national security

Conservation
Rating

Number of stream or shoreline miles in military sites / Total 
number of stream and shoreline miles occupied by ESU 

Military Site Overlap 
as  % of Total 

Occupied

High (stream) 10 / 1,199 1% 

Medium 0 / 121 

Low 0 / 12 

The benefit of excluding these areas is that the Army would not need to reinitiate consultation on 
ongoing activities for which consultation has been completed.  Reinitiation of consultation would likely 
require some commitment of resources on the part of the Army.  Moreover, the Army may be required 
to modify some of its activities to ensure they would not be likely to adversely modify the critical 
habitat.  The Army maintains that this additional commitment of resources, would likely reduce its 
readiness capability.  Given that the Army is currently actively engaged in training, maintaining, and 
deploying forces in the current war on terrorism, this reduction in readiness could reduce the ability of 
the military to ensure national security.   

Given the following considerations, we support a finding that the benefits of exclusion outweigh the 
benefits of designation:

the high priority placed on national security by Congress and the Administration; 
the potential for critical habitat designation to have some impact on the Army’s military 
readiness;
the fact that these areas are covered by an INRMP that we find provides a benefit for the ESU, as 
implemented; and 
the fact that collectively these areas represent one percent of the stream miles available for this 
ESU.
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Conclusion
I recommend that all of the military areas identified by the Department of Defense be excluded from 
critical habitat designation based on the conclusion that the benefits of exclusion outweigh the benefits 
of designation. 

Attachments:  
(1) Letter from R. Campagna (U.S. Navy) to D. Darm (NOAA Fisheries) dated October 22, 2004 
(2) Letter from C. Schuster (U.S. Army) to D. Darm (NOAA Fisheries) dated October 25, 2004 
(3) Map depicting DOD site overlap with areas under consideration for critical habitat.
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Enclosure 1: Summary of Impacts

Site Descriptions 
Navy Sites 
The sites described below are believed to overlap with habitat areas under consideration for 
designation as critical habitat for Pacific salmon and steelhead. The accompanying table identifies
ESA consultations at or in the vicinity of these sites as reported in NOAA Fisheries’ Public 
Consultation Tracking System. 

Site USN1: NAVMAG Indian Island 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 
• INRMP: Yes 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: NAVMAG Indian Island provides a mission critical 
service for receipt, storage, issuance, and inspection of Naval ordnance. NAVMAG Indian Island is 
required to retain full access and the ability to manage and maintain the ammunition pier, nearby 
marine areas, and established fair weather and foul weather anchorages. 
DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military Activities 

as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: NAVMAG Indian Island routinely consults with 
NOAA Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new construction
INRMP may be modified to include additional salmon enhancement requirements. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: In general the Navy believes that critical habitat designation 
would pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support military 
training and operations. Any degradation of this site’s capacity or capability to fulfill ordnance 
support requirements of Fleet assets represents a significant impact on the installation’s military 
readiness function. 
• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN2: Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport and Associated Ranges 
in Puget Sound [Including Sites USN10, USN12, and USN20]
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 
• INRMP: Yes. Open water marine areas may need to be added 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: NUWC Keyport provides state-of-the-art
infrastructure and capabilities in the Pacific Northwest that have been essential to the Navy’s 
comprehensive underwater test and evaluation programs for undersea weapons, Unmanned 
Undersea Vehicles (UUVs), and related combat systems. NUWC Keyport’s access to the adjacent 
waterfront and to underwater test ranges is mission-critical for NUWC’s role in providing 
integrated Undersea Warfare Systems Dependability. The in-water environments in the Puget 
Sound area and surrounds are essential for Keyport’s evaluation of systems in both surrogate and 
real war-fighting environments. The NUWC Shipboard Electronic Systems Evaluation Facilities 
(SESEFs) are land-based test sites that provide test and evaluation services to U.S. Navy, U.S. 
Coast Guard and Military Sealift Command activities as well as allied foreign navies. SESEF Ediz 
Hook is located at Latitude 48 degrees 8 minutes 24 seconds north and Longitude 123 degrees 24 



minutes 12 seconds west. The Buoy is located at latitude 48 degrees 14 minutes 15 seconds north 
and longitude 123 degrees 21 minutes 45 seconds west. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: INRMP may be modified to include 
additional salmon enhancement requirements.  Range Extension EIS in progress.
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: In general the Navy believes that critical habitat designation 
would pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support military 
training and testing operations. NUWC testing activities to support military readiness requires 
precision underwater tracking capabilities and underwater range sites that offer diverse 
environments and varied water depths from the surface to over 1000 feet and from the shoreline to 
open ocean. The established in-water test sites adjacent to Keyport and the Dabob Bay Range 
Complex consisting of the Dabob Bay Range Site and its adjoining waters in Hood Canal are 
critical to these functions, and limitations on access to, use of, or enhancement of the capabilities 
and capacities of these ranges would curtail both testing and mission critical Fleet support functions 
performed by NUWC Keyport. Also continuous access and capacity to maintain the near shore area 
to support the SESEF capability is essential to the readiness function of this facility. 
• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN3: Naval Submarine Base Bangor (now part of Naval Base, Kitsap (NBK)) 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 
• INRMP: Yes 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: SUBASE, Bangor is located on the east shore of 
Hood Canal. The pier facilities of the base are located along 4.5 linear miles of waterfront. The 
primary mission is to provide logistics and support to SSBN (TRIDENT) submarines. The main 
berthing facilities at SUBASE Bangor consist of four separate pier complexes. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation:  NBK Bangor routinely consults with NOAA 
Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new construction. INRMP
may be modified to include additional salmon enhancement requirements. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: In general the Navy believes that critical habitat designation 
would pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support military 
training and operations. Access to, management of, and maintenance of Base piers, the associated 
near shore environment, and the consistent provision of all requisite waterfront instrumentation and 
support for home-ported vessels are critical to military readiness mission. 
• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries).

Site USN4: Manchester Fuel Depot 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook salmon 



• INRMP: Yes 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: Located on the shores of Orchard Point, south of Rich 
Passage, Manchester Fuel Depot’s primary mission is to provide bulk fuel and lubricants to area 
Navy afloat and shore activities. Fuel is also provided to Coast Guard ships, air stations, other 
Puget Sound Area U.S. military activities, and, on occasion, foreign navy ships. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation:  Manchester Fuel Depot routinely consults 
with NOAA Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new 
construction.  INRMP may be modified to include additional salmon enhancement requirements. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Navy believes that critical habitat designation would 
generally pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support 
military training and operations. Access to, management of, and maintenance of Base piers, the 
associated near shore environment, and the consistent provision of all requisite waterfront 
instrumentation and support for fueling Navy vessels are critical to military readiness mission.
• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN5: Naval Air Station Whidbey Island 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook salmon 
• INRMP: Yes 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: The primary mission of NAS Whidbey Island is to 
provide the highest quality facilities, services and products to the naval aviation community and all 
organizations utilizing the sites at AULT Field, Seaplane Base and Outlying Field, Coupeville, all 
located on Whidbey Island. Tenant commands at NAS Whidbey Island, such as Explosive
Ordnance Disposal Mobile Unit ELEVEN (EODMU 11), rely on accessible near shore and 
offshore environments to fulfill mission-essential training requirements. EODMU 11 provides 
combat support for the location, identification, rendering safe, recovery, field evaluation and 
disposal of all explosive ordnance in littoral and open ocean regions, including security and mine 
protection. The command’s EOD Detachments support the five West Coast Carrier Battle Groups. 
EOD personnel are required to be fully qualified in diving techniques and require training in all 
aspects of EOD, as well as in performance of hull inspections, minor underwater repairs, and 
underwater photography services. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation:  NAS Whidbey Island routinely consults with 
NOAA Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new construction. 
INRMP may be modified to include additional salmon enhancement requirements. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: In general the Navy believes that critical habitat designation 
would pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support military 
training and operations. EOD Units commonly operate in areas less than 30 meters in depth and 
thus any critical habitat would adversely impact EOD’s ability to train. Also, additional
consultation may create delays having similar impacts on EOD units. 



• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN6: Naval Station Jim Creek 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook salmon 
• INRMP: Yes 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: The facility is located along a headwater stream with 
limited salmon habitat overlap. The Station’s primary mission is to operate a very low frequency 
radio transmitting facility that relays communications from Naval Command to elements of the 
Pacific Fleet. In addition to the day-to-day operation of the transmitter, the majority of the work at 
the station involves maintenance (e.g., vegetation control) of the large antenna field located across 
the valley floor. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Naval Station Jim Creek routinely consults 
with NOAA Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing facilities and new construction. 
INRMP may be modified to include additional salmon enhancement requirements. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Navy believes that critical habitat designation would 
generally pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support 
military training and operations. Access to, management of, and maintenance and operation of 
transmitter and antenna field to forward Navy communications to the Pacific Fleet are critical to 
military readiness mission.
• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN7: Naval Station Everett 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook salmon 
• INRMP: Draft 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: As with all Naval Stations, the mission of the facility 
is centered on a fully functional waterfront that meets all vessel support requirements and allows 
for efficient deployment of Naval assets for essential training missions and deployment. NAVSTA 
Everett is home to one destroyer, three frigates and one nuclear-powered aircraft carrier. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation:  NAVSTA Everett routinely consults with 
NOAA Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new construction.
Draft INRMP may be modified to include additional salmon enhancement requirements. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Navy believes that critical habitat designation would 
generally pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support 
military train ing and operations. Access to, management of, and maintenance of Base piers, the 



associated near shore environment, and the consistent provision of all requisite waterfront 
instrumentation and support for home-ported vessels are critical to military readiness mission.
• Correspondence Reference(s): March 26, 2004 letter from Clare Mendelsohn (DOD Regional 
Environmental Coordinator) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); April 16, 2004 letter from Robert 
M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott 
Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm (NOAA Fisheries).

Site USN8: Naval Station Bremerton (now part of Naval Base, Kitsap) 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook salmon 
• INRMP: Not required 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: The mission of the facility is centered on a fully 
functional waterfront that meets all vessel support requirements and allows for efficient deployment 
of Naval assets for essential training missions and deployment. NAVSTA Bremerton is home to 
three Fast Logistics Ships (AOEs) and one nuclear-powered aircraft carrier. Near shore 
infrastructure, pierside, and channel approach management and maintenance are mission–critical
functions.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations:  NAVSTA Bremerton routinely consults 
with NOAA Fisheries on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new 
construction.
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Navy believes that critical habitat designation would 
generally pose an unacceptable detriment to its installations’ capability to adequately support 
military training and operations. Access to, management of, and maintenance of Base piers, the 
associated near shore environment, and the consistent provision of all requisite waterfront 
instrumentation and support for home-ported vessels are critical to military readiness mission.
• Correspondence Reference(s): April 16, 2004 letter from Robert M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna 
Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN9: Puget Sound Naval Shipyard 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook salmon 
• INRMP: Not required. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: PSNS & IMF Bremerton is an industrial repair and 
maintenance facility performing conversions, modernizations, maintenance and overhauls on 
surface ships and submarines. The mission of PSNS & IMF Bremerton is to support Fleet 
readiness.  Restrictions on operations that result in delaying ship arrivals or departures would have 
a significant impact on national security.  PSNS & IMF Bremerton is comprised of property 
bordered on the south by Sinclair Inlet, on the west by Naval Base Kitsap Bremerton site, and on 
the north and east perimeters by the City of Bremerton.  PSNS & IMF Bremerton is the Pacific 
Northwest's largest Naval shore facility and one of Washington State's largest industrial 
installations. It is a heavily industrialized facility consisting of 179 acres of hard land, 
approximately 200 acres of submerged tidelands, approximately 2300 feet of riprap shoreline, 130 
buildings, 6 dry-docks, and 7 piers.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future • PSNS & IMF routinely consults with NOAA Fisheries 
on maintenance and repair of existing waterfront facilities and new construction. Future
consultations will include:



Routine repair and maintenance of piers and dry docks (recurring)
Replacement of Pier B (2007)
Reinitiation of consultation for dry dock operations (2008)

• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: The mission of the Navy is to maintain, train and equip 
combat-ready Naval forces capable of winning wars, deterring aggression and maintaining freedom 
of the seas.  With the drawdown from a 600 to a 300 ship Navy and the war on terrorism, Naval 
forces must be both forward deployed and capable of quickly responding anywhere and anytime 
they are needed.  To ensure the Fleet is capable of responding in this manner, the Navy redesigned 
fleet maintenance strategy to ensure that the proper number and type of ships are always ready to 
support national defense.  Ships undergoing maintenance must complete their maintenance periods 
and return to service on time to ensure overall fleet readiness.  The PSNS & IMF mission is to 
perform ship maintenance and repairs and return those ships to the Fleet within restricted 
timeframes.  Once maintenance work on a ship begins, unknown problems are frequently found 
requiring additional repairs.  Additional time, however, cannot be allotted without impacting the 
mission of the Navy.  Similarly, there are times when the ship needs to be returned earlier than 
scheduled to avoid impacting national security.  These conditions require that PSNS & IMF 
become more creative in performing maintenance and repair work in order to avoid impacting 
national security.  Changes have to be made quickly.  As a result, there will be times when we 
would not have the time to engage in consultation with NMFS over potential impacts to critical 
habitat.  Any restrictions impacting the arrival, departure, or length of maintenance periods 
significantly impacts Fleet schedules and, therefore, the Navy’s ability to deploy ships to defend 
our nation and its allies.  A critical habitat designation would result in these types of restrictions 
and impact ship’s maintenance schedules.
• Correspondence Reference(s): April 16, 2004 letter from Robert M. Campagna (Navy) to Donna 
Darm (NOAA Fisheries); July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN10: Naval Submarine Base, Bangor security zone 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon
• INRMP: Possible partial overlap with NBK Bangor INRMP area
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities:  This open water marine area is a support and security 
zone for Naval Submarine Base Bangor. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are related to any changes 
affecting Naval Base Kitsap - Bangor. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Naval Submarine base 
Bangor and thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN3: Naval 
Submarine Base Bangor (now part of Naval Base, Kitsap).
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN11: Strait of Juan de Fuca, Wash; air-to-surface weapon range, restricted 
area
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 



• INRMP: Not required 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: Home ported ships and ships worked upon at PSNS 
use this open water marine area to test shipboard equipment prior to departing Puget Sound. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to the operation 
and testing of ships and equipment. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Navy believes that critical habitat designation would 
generally pose an unacceptable detriment to the ships from Puget Sound Installations.  Navy ships 
use this range’ (including associated security/restricted zones) to support military training and 
testing operations critical to these ships performing there defense missions all over the world. 
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN12: Hood Canal and Dabob Bay, Wash; naval non explosive torpedo testing 
area
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon (note: overlap 
with near shore zones <30 meters is very limited) 
• INRMP: Not required. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities:  This is a non-explosive torpedo open water marine 
area range.  Also known as the Dabob Bay Range Complex consisting of range sites in Dabob Bay, 
Hood Canal Military Operating Areas, and the connecting waters.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are related to any changes 
affecting Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport.
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This range is one of the Associated Ranges in Puget Sound 
for Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport and thus, the mission impacts are identical to 
those described above for Site USN2: Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport and 
Associated Ranges
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries).

Site USN13: Strait of Juan de Fuca, eastern end; off the westerly shore of Whidbey; 
Island naval restricted areas
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook 
• INRMP: Possible partial overlap with Naval Air Station Whidbey Island INRMP area. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This is an open water marine area support area for 
operations at Naval Air Station Whidbey Island.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to any changes 
affecting Naval Air Station Whidbey Island. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Crit ical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Naval Air Station 
Whidbey Island and thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN5:
Naval Air Station Whidbey Island.



• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN14: Admiralty Inlet, entrance; naval restricted area 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook 
• INRMP: Not required 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities:  This is an open water marine area for support of 
operations at Naval Air Station Whidbey Island.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to any changes 
affecting Naval Air Station Whidbey Island.
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Naval Air Station
Whidbey Island and thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN5: 
Naval Air Station Whidbey Island.
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN15: Port Gardner, Everett Naval Base, Naval Restricted Area, Everett, 
Washington
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook 
• INRMP: Possible partial overlap with Naval Station Everett INRMP area.
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This is an open water marine area for support of ship 
and pier operations at Naval Station Everett.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to any changes 
affecting Naval Station Everett. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Naval Base Everett and 
thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN7: Naval Station 
Everett.
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN16: Hood Canal, Bangor, naval restricted areas 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 
• INRMP: Possible partial overlap with NBK Bangor INRMP area. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This is an open water marine areas and the security 
zone for magnetic silencing operations at Naval Submarine Base Bangor. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to any changes
affecting Naval Base Kitsap. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Naval Submarine base 
Bangor and thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN3: Naval 
Submarine Base Bangor (now part of Naval Base, Kitsap).



• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN17: Port Orchard Passage; naval restricted area 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook 
• INRMP: Possible partial overlap with Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport INRMP 
area.
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This is an open water marine area non-explosive
torpedo range. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to any changes 
affecting Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation:  This range is one of the Associated Ranges in Puget Sound 
for Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport and thus, the mission impacts are identical to 
those described above for Site USN2: Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport and 
Associated Ranges
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN18: Sinclair Inlet; naval restricted areas 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook 
• INRMP: Not required. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This area is support and security zone for the Puget 
Sound Naval Shipyard. 
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: Specific issues are all related to any changes 
affecting the Puget Sound Naval Shipyard and or Naval Base Kitsap.
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Naval Submarine base 
Bangor and thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN9: Puget 
Sound Naval Shipyard. . Additionally, if Sinclair Inlet is designated as critical habitat for salmon, 
changes would be expected for the improvement of the habitat.  Currently, the waterfront of the 
shipyard is specifically configured to provide protection and accommodate movement of large 
Navy vessels at our piers and into our dry-docks.  In order to continue our mission, we cannot alter 
these features.  However, they do not provide ideal habitat for salmon.  The listing of Sinclair Inlet 
as critical habitat would increase pressure to alter the waterfront of the Shipyard, negatively 
affecting our ability to maintain and repair ships and therefore, impacting national security.  The 
work performed by PSNS & IMF is currently subject to the Endangered Species Act, the Clean 
Water Act and many other federal and state regulations that are protective of Sinclair Inlet.
Excluding Sinclair Inlet, or a portion thereof, from the critical habitat designation will not 
jeopardize the existence of salmon in Sinclair Inlet.
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 



Site USN19: Carr Inlet; naval restricted areas 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook 
• INRMP: Not required.
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This is one of the Navy’s open water marine area 
Test Range in Puget Sound for non-explosive acoustic research activities.  Testing is similar to that 
done Site USN12: Hood Canal and Dabob Bay, Wash and specific to submarines.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: No site-specific issues described or 
anticipated.
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This range is one of the Ranges in Puget Sound thus, the 
mission impacts are similar to those described above for Site USN2: Naval Undersea Warfare
Center, Division Keyport and Associated Ranges.
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN20: Dabob Bay, Whitney Point; naval restricted area 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 
• INRMP: Not required. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities This site is an open water marine area support zone 
for activates at Site USN12: Hood Canal and Dabob Bay, Washington, naval non-explosive torpedo
testing area.  The site is now part of the larger Dabob Bay Range Site of the Dabob Bay Range 
Complex, Site USN12.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: No site-specific issues described, but are 
related to any changes affecting Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport
 • DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation:  This security zone is an extension of Site USN12: Hood 
Canal and Dabob Bay, Wash; naval non explosive torpedo testing area and thus, the mission 
impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN12: Hood Canal and Dabob Bay, Wash; 
naval non explosive torpedo testing area
• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

Site USN21: Port Townsend, Indian Island, Walan Point, naval restricted area 
• Affected ESU(s): Puget Sound chinook and Hood Canal summer-run chum salmon 
• INRMP: Possible partial overlap with NAVMAG Indian Island INRMP area. 
• DOD Description of Facilities & Activities: This is an open water marine area supporting ship 
loading and pier operations. Site USN1: NAVMAG Indian Island.
• DOD Description of Anticipated Future Consultations and Potential Changes to Military 
Activities as a Result of Critical Habitat Designation: No site-specific issues described, but are 
related to any changes affecting NAVMAG Indian Island. 
• DOD Description of National Security Impacts of Consultations or Changes to Activities as a 
Result of Critical Habitat Designation: This security zone is an extension of Site USN1: NAVMAG 
Indian Island and thus, the mission impacts are identical to those described above for Site USN1:
NAVMAG Indian Island



• Correspondence Reference(s): July 6, 2004, letter from R. Scott Markert (Navy) to Donna Darm 
(NOAA Fisheries). 

NOAA Fisheries Record of Navy Consultations 
Title of Consultation Date Received Status 

Naval Magazine Indian Island Seahawk Exercises - ESA Section 7 consultations were completed 
from 1999 - 2004

Magnetic Silencing Facility Piling Repair and Replacement ESA Sect 7 consultation - completed 
October 2003 

Naval Magazine Indian Island Joint Logistics Over the Shore (JLOTS) Exercise conducted with 
U.S. Army - ESA Sect 7 consultation in 2003. 

Demolition of Whitney point Range Station Buildings. 5-Jan-01 Completed 

U.S. Navy Explosive Ordinance Disposal Training Operations, Island County 9-Jan-01
Consultation in Process 

Naval Magazine Indian Island Ammunition Wharf Piling Replacement 14-May-01 Completed 

Ditch Repair on Wheeler Mountain 21-May-01 Completed 

Naval Station Everett Piers Delta and Echo Pile Repairs Project & EFH 27-Aug-01 Completed

Log Boom Security Barrier at Naval Station Everett & EFH 1-Oct-01 Completed 

Force Protection Barrier at Subase Bangor 10-Oct-01 Completed 

Log Boom Security Barrier for Pier Bravo & EFH 12-Oct-01 Completed 

Repair and Maintenance of Moorings E, F, and G at Naval Station Bremerton, Sinclair Inlet 29 
Nov-01 Completed 

Goldsborough Creek Bridge 26-Aug-02 Completed 

Indian Island Ammunition Wharf Improvements 26-Aug-02 Completed 

Puget Sound Naval Shipyard Pier 5 Repair 24-Sep-02 Completed 

Dock Repair on Upper Twin Lake Navel Radio Station (T) Jim Creek 10-Oct-02 Completed 

Navy X-band Radar - Docking Facility 20-Dec-02 Completed 

Subdevron 5 Support Facilities 10-Jan-03 Completed 



Bremerton Naval Complex Waterfront Security Barrier System 5-Feb-03 Completed 

Bremerton Naval Complex Erosion Control 21-Apr-03 Completed 
Phase II Remedial Action Operable Unit B Terrestrial, Erosion Control System - Bremerton Naval 
Complex 13-May-03 Completed 

Munitions and Explosives of Concern Erosion Test at Naval Magazine Indian Island 20-May-03
Completed

Rock Groin Removal and Stream Maintenance 29-May-03 Completed 

Naval Air Station Whidbey Island Fuel Pier Repair 9-Jul-03 Completed 

Repair to Pier B Wave Attenuation Baffles 9-Jul-03 Completed 

Stormwater Outfall Repair Puget Sound Naval Shipyard 28-Jul-03 Completed 

Northend Landfill Naval Magazine Indian Island 1-Aug-03 Completed 

Puget Sound Naval Shipyard and Intermediate Maintenance Facility 
Pier 3 Fendering Replacement 20-Nov-03 Completed 

Inwater Facilities at Fox Island Laboratory (Pierce County) 29-Dec-03 Completed 

Aquatic Disposal Operable Unit B King County 10-Feb-04 Completed 

Active-Acoustic Underwater Security Surveillance System Kitsap County 20-Feb-04 Completed 

Culvert Replacement on Heins Creek Kitsap County 16-Mar-04 Completed 

Intermediate Maintenance Facility, Pier 5 Repair and Maintenance 
King County 17-Mar-04 Completed 

Naval Magazine Indian Island Seahawk 2004 Exercises King County 7-May-04 Completed 

Northwest Range Complex 30-Jun-04 Pre-Consultation/ Technical Assistance 

Bangor Explosives Handling Wharf Piling Replacement Kitsap County 9-Sep-04 Reviewing 
Request for Completeness 

Enclosure 2: Navy & Army Site Maps 
Map USN1: NAVMAG Indian Island 
Map USN2: Naval Undersea Warfare Center, Division Keyport and Associated Ranges in Puget 
Sound
Map USN3: Naval Submarine Base Bangor (now part of Naval Base, Kitsap) 



Map USN4: Manchester Fuel Depot 
Map USN5: Naval Air Station Whidbey Island 
Map USN6: Naval Station Jim Creek 
Map USN7: Naval Station Everett 
Map USN8: Naval Station Bremerton (now part of Naval Base, Kitsap) 
Map USN9: Puget Sound Naval Shipyard 
Map USN10: Naval Submarine Base, Bangor security zone 
Map USN11: Strait of Juan de Fuca, Wash; air-to-surface weapon range, restricted area 
Map USN12: Hood Canal and Dabob Bay, Wash; naval non explosive torpedo testing area 
Map USN13: Strait of Juan de Fuca, eastern end; off the westerly shore of Whidbey Island naval 
restricted areas 
Map USN14: Admiralty Inlet, entrance; naval restricted area 
Map USN15: Port Gardner, Everett Naval Base, Naval Restricted Area, Everett, Washington 
Map USN16: Hood Canal, Bangor, naval restricted areas 
Map USN17: Port Orchard Passage; naval restricted area 
Map USN18: Sinclair Inlet; naval restricted areas 
Map USN19: Carr Inlet; naval restricted areas 
Map USN20: Dabob Bay, Whitney Point; naval restricted area 
Map USN21: Port Townsend, Indian Island, Walan Point, naval restricted area 
Map USA1: Pier 23 
Map USA2a: Fort Lewis (freshwater) 
Map USA2b: Fort Lewis (near shore marine) 
Map USA3: Yakima Training Center
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